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Chapter	6:	Conclusion			 The	level	of	political	polarization	remains	one	of	the	most	troubling	issues	that	faces	our	country	but	also	is	an	area	of	study	that	is	constantly	analyzed	for	potential	solutions.	The	effects	of	political	polarization	are	far	reaching,	affecting	everything	from	the	functionality	of	government	to	everyday	political	conversations	between	regular	people.	As	we	have	seen	in	recent	years,	the	general	political	discourse	in	America	has	taken	a	turn	for	the	worse,	with	both	sides	becoming	increasingly	hostile	towards	one	another.	This	is	especially	true	in	the	halls	of	Congress	as	bipartisanship	has	almost	entirely	become	extinct,	and	members	of	Congress	on	both	sides	of	the	aisle	engage	in	partisan	warfare	and	legislative	obstruction.		 As	the	preceding	four	chapters	illustrate,	there	are	numerous	ways	that	scholars	have	proposed	to	deal	with	the	issue	of	political	polarization.	The	overarching	areas	targeted	for	reform	that	I	highlighted	include,	reforming	governmental	procedures,	reforming	the	political	parties,	reforming	the	American	electorate,	and	finally	reforming	the	electoral	system	in	America.	The	reforms	that	were	discussed	in	each	of	these	sections	differ	in	their	goals,	as	some	aim	to	simply	mitigate	the	effects	of	political	polarization,	while	others	aim	to	tackle	the	levels	of	political	polarization	directly.			 Before	revealing	which	of	the	reforms	I	discussed	is	most	worthwhile	of	pursuit,	it	is	important	that	I	first	explain	why	the	other	reforms	that	were	discussed	in	this	work	were	not	as	good.	The	failings	of	the	other	reforms	discussed	typically	fall	into	three	distinct	characterizations,	which	are	that	either	they	were	too	
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	 Members	of	government	at	all	levels	should	continue	to	fund	studies	and	provide	grants	for	research	that	focuses	on	political	polarization,	as	once	members	of	Congress	become	serious	about	addressing	the	issue	they	can	use	their	platform	to	raise	awareness	amongst	the	general	public.	Additionally,	by	having	elected	officials	illustrate	the	dangers	of	political	polarization,	it	will	almost	certainly	elevate	the	issue	to	one	of	national	importance,	making	any	opposition	to	addressing	it	politically	unviable.		 Finally,	political	pundits	should	write	articles	and	spread	stories	that	illustrate	the	need	for	focus	on	this	topic.	Again,	the	focus	here	is	to	stir	up	public	awareness	and	force	individuals	to	take	action	to	address	political	polarization.		By	discussing	the	issue	on	Sunday	talk	shows,	on	nightly	newscasts	and	in	the	pages	of	the	local	and	national	papers,	Americans	will	have	no	choice	but	to	acknowledge	the	seriousness	of	the	issue.			 In	all,	the	issue	of	political	polarization	is	one	that	is	likely	to	remain	relevant	in	American	political	discourse	until	actors	are	willing	to	devote	significant	time	and	resources	to	addressing	the	problem	that	currently	plagues	politics	in	the	United	States.		Moving	forward	it	is	important	that	there	is	a	unified	effort	among	many	political	actors	to	both	raise	awareness	to	political	polarization	and	create	solutions	to	address	the	problem	of	political	polarization.			 	
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